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Dear Hr. Evans, 

In your Publisher's Letter in the Ho. 15 issue of At Random . for the fall of 
1996, you state that "It was Posner who single-handedly and single-mindedly in 
1995 finally put to rest all the conspiracy theories in the killing of President 
Kennedy in Ms incisive book Case Olosed . " 

'Phis statement is in such shSfp conflict with the Random House '^'rade Group's 
publishing record I am impelled, if only to make a record for Mstory, to write 
you about it. 

(Please excuse my typing. I'm Q3, in impaired health, and my typing cannot 
be any better./ 

Knopf is noW^part of the Random House publishing empire. She year after 
Posner's book it published the former Random House editor Mark Riebling's 
Wedge . Ilis assassination theory is in both the title and the subtitle, wMch is 
The Secret War Be tween the F BI and CIA . As Riebling tells the story of his 
assassination theory, it is Ms imagined war between the FBI and the CIA that 
is directl|j responsible for the assassination. That i^what is praised to refer to 
it as a theory is Riebling's imagined wedge that the FBI drove between it and the 
CIA. It is as a result of that imagined wbdge in the Riebling mythology that JFK 
was killed. 

That you as president and publisher of the Random House Tirade Group did not 
have competent ''if any), -peer reviews ofl the assassination books you published is 
what made their publication passible. Not one could gain informed peer approval. 

Take Riebling. Whose scliolarship is such he had to invent an entirely new 
system for identifying the sources on w hie/) he drew, their standard and well-known 
identifications'l£&£~not satisfying Mm. There was no such wedge other than in Ms 
mind and perhaps the minds of those who used him for their own. ends. There was the 
most dangeroud, really rabid political insanity mn the CIA's Mexico City station 
that the FBI nojt" only did not agree with but forced the CiDA to establish that it 
was false. Without that World Wat III was a distinct possibility. 

Either Riebling's scholarsMp did not include those public rec'ords or he 
found they'd have lndde Ms book impossible so he ignored them. They were public 
beginning before the assassination bug bit Mm. 




Shea the next year you had tliat bouh of publishing bombs, Normal trailer's 
mistitled Oswald ' s fe.le.A s 1-iailer tells it «»d great and booing length it is 
really Oswald Stale. Aud the appropriate title would be liailer's Tales , with the 
subtitle Of the J FK Assassina tion . 

If loaner had "finally put to rest all the conspiracy theories" of the 



assassination, wliat in the world did you publish this disaster in publishing for? 
And why did youywife who edits The Hew Yor ker devote so large a part of an issue 
to it? I'liis does not seem to indicate that you or your wife considered it all 
"put to rest." 



Or can it bo that you were suckered as Mailer and his Svengali Larry Schiller 



were suckodod by the KGB? Or is it tliat they sucker&d themselves in expecting 
from the 13813 wliat it did not have and could not give them? Again, all those f theor&e 



wore not "put to rest" two years before you published the Mailer mishmash. 

There is the possibility, of course, that you were much taken by Mailer's 
mind* reading from the grave after 30 years. But apparently the reading public wasn' 
Two books following Posner's "finally putting to rest all the conspiracy 
theoi'ies on the killing of President Kennedy" were not en ugh for you. There is 
also liar Holland's announced history of the Warren Commission to be published by 
your Basic Books, according to the note at the end of the lengthy L-ollajf shortened 
version of that coming book in the November Amer ican Heritage 0 f last year. 

Holland's is one of the more imaginative, if less comprehensible/ theories 
not put to rest. As it is expressed in largo type on that magazine's cover all of 
wjych is devoted to it, his theory is "about the Kennedy Assassination" and is 
(H-.jf out "Why the Warren Report was wrong * and rigbjfe." 



If this seems to suggest that it was beoasue the Warren Report was wrong it 

t» 

li. 

was right, tliat is what Holland says. Literally, being wrong made it right. As 
theories go tliat is a lollapalooza. 

I do%t it would interest Holland, after^ading what he has to day in his 
Magazine anticipation of his book, but according to not fewer than two members 
of the Warren C 0 imrd.sion its ' L eport was wrong and they refused to agree with its 
most basic conclusion. In fact at least tiro of these members , with a third possible 
Went to their graves insisting tliat the most basic conclusion of that Report is 

T» 

wrong and they never agreed with it and never would. 

I have tills documented, if Holland wants to use it in his book. There is 



hardly a m (MSe authoritative expert on the Commission's work than .its members and 
the most conservative of them. Senator Richard B. Russell, and next to Warren the 
most liberal of them. Republican °enator John Sherman Cooper, refused to agree to 
the single-bullet theory. The A also believed, in the words Russell used in telling 




me about it, that the federal agencies had not told them all they knew about Oswald. 
That was in i960. Since 1992, under compulsion of the law, more than a quarter of 
a million pages of Oswald CIA records have been disclosed arid that is far from all 



of them. 

Russell forced an executive session after the Report was in page ^poof to 
i ecoi d his refusal to agree with that single-bullet theory. (That is the one where 
your pi.tee package Pos^ner plagiarised part of a propaganda presentation and used 
it a3 work done for him.) In wharf I t^in|(- and surely do hope- is without pre- 
cedent in our history that session was memory-holed. X es, I have the official 
proof o t that , "too y i'l it' interests your rlolland thooriser. I also h&vo Hussoll's 
copy of his remarks prepared for and delivered at that executive session. That 
is not theory but maybe ^ollasl can accept it as theory a? 1 thus find some use for it. 



It is apparent _ that you will not publish anything factual about the assassi- 
nation so maybe you will not even refer this offer to Itolland. Posner, who spent 
three days here with his wife, will tell him , if Holland does not recall from his 
projected book on Commission member John ^cOloy (with Kai Bird) that I make all 
the eecords " obtained by more than a dozen FOIA lawsuits freely available to all 



writing in the field. Posner states this on fSh ge 504. 

One would never guess from your version of it that Posner's bool# is based 
on theories, including several# that he ctibbed, including even from a child. 

This and what else I wrote about Posner in Cas e Ojjen may not be knowM to 
you but it is to your Bob locmis and your legal people. I have word from i^uide 
Random House that when Cage Open appeared Looinis prowled yuur offices clutching a 
copy and muttering, "Gotta find a way t a sue that old soil-of-a-bitch." lour legal 
people could not say a Herd about it vA-.en confronted with it in a lawsuit other 



that that I was as they put it -disgruntled. Posner also could- say little bust in 
that little he confirmed what I'd written about Mm, that he had trouble telling 
the tr&i even by accident. He ignored my referring to him as a plagiarist and 
as a shyster but he did leave it without question that he has trouble telling the 
truth even by accident. In Ms few words for the reprint he said that with u ase Open 



I'd gotten my first commercial publication. Ho more about all else I'd written 
about him. And it was my 15th commercial book publication. Other than book? it was 
before Posner's parents were born that I was published c omme rcially. 



Ho point in taking any more time for Posner's theories, -^ooinis has enough 
on them, n>f far from all. 




UjValW'' 

b 0 it seem:.; that wither or not singleOhgadedly or single-mindedly Posner 
not only did not put all assassination theories to rest, he could not even per- 
suade Os publisher to do that, even thougW you as Ids publisher's president 
seem to think he did, S ^ (/% > 

hid you read Ids book? Without theories he has ho book at all. Other than 
with a few remarkable sources, hike the one who did a book, with pictures, saying 
that nudism is communism. u e also regarded the conservative Hale ^oggs^, a Warren 
0 ommi s si onmc?mber , as a c ommunist. - have thoLLiterature he distributed saying that. 
And Ids bockj^ H:ijbie Bader.u in Posner 1 s book.'-j/) k 1 

Home of Ids other sources could not even read the phone book straight. Pot 
as he used them in any event. 

.It does seem odd that with your belftef that Posner put an end to all assassi- 
nation theories yot/ published - ®* 7 assassination bool-^/based on theories and not in 
a single instance on fact and they all support the official assassinatuon rcytliolp 
ogy. With Hollands due soon frora his announcement of it and who can guess who 
yoH will have if jtou are making this an ;onnual event despite what you attribute 
to Posner and Ids book. 

You refer to theories about the assassination in a sense that says there is 
nothin a else. The fact is that there is established fact. *nd it is official fact. 
The problem with tads official fact, and it is the Posner as well as the official 
P‘ rpblem, is that /..t Is contray to the official mythology. 

It does seem a bit strange tiiat alter you say Posner ended all controversy 
about the assassination for all time yoif published a bock a year about or sup- 
posedly about the assassination. It is less strange tiiat each of these now annual 
Pandora Mouse wsraira supports that official mythology. 

The history of the world' you have lived through makes clear the great danger 
to freedom from publishers supp.rting officialdom regardless of how much official- 
dom errs or does wrong. 

About tldd recent history is also clear in that it happens only because 
publishers do not care about it and regard something else as more important and 
that in the end publishers can be among those who suffer from it. 




